STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 17, 360
g
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the determ nation by the
Departnent of PATH that she is only eligible for $10 a nonth
in Food Stanps. The issue is whether the Departnment correctly
calculated the petitioner's Food Stanps in |ight of her incone

and al |l owabl e deductions. The facts are not in dispute.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner lives in a household of two persons
and has nonthly income of $1,188 from Social Security Survivor
benefits.

2. The petitioner is "categorically eligible" for Food
St anps because she qualifies for an earned incone tax credit
(EITC) on her federal taxes.!

3. The Departnent cal cul ated the petitioner's Food
Stanmp all otnent by subtracting a standard deduction of $134
fromher gross incone. It did not allow the petitioner any
ot her deductions. This resulted in the petitioner being found
eligible for $10 a nonth in Food Stanps.

4. The petitioner appeal ed because she believes that

her car paynents and insurance, which total nore than $200 a
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nmont h, shoul d be deducted from her inconme in determning the

anount of her Food Stanps.

CRDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS

Under the Food Stanp Regul ations the anmount of a
househol d's nmonthly allotnment is determ ned according to
househol d i ncone m nus any applicabl e deductions. FSM § 273.9
et seq. Al households are entitled to a standard deducti on
of $134. FSM § 273.9d(1) and Procedures Manual P-2590-A.

There is no provision in the regulations for deducting
car expenses for non sel f-enpl oyed individuals.?

In the petitioner's case, the standard deduction | owers
her countable inconme to $1,054 ($1, 188 m nus $134). Her Food
Stanps of $10 a month (which is the mni num payabl e under the
program was based on a two-person household with $1, 054 net
income. Procedures P-2590 C.

| nasmuch as the Departnent's decision is in accord with

the pertinent regulations the Board is bound by law to affirm

lsee FSM § 273.2(j)(2).

’The only other deduction that could have been applicable to the
petitioner's situation is the household shelter deduction. This is

det erm ned by the ampbunt by which the household' s shelter costs (rent and
utilities) exceed 50 percent of the household's incone after all other
deductions have been nmade. FSM § 273.9d(5). However, it does not appear
that the petitioner's shelter costs are sufficient to qualify her for this
deducti on.
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3 V.S.A 8§ 3091(d), Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.
# # #



